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This section hias u'-en nrnended, ani no formn is now preseribed
L'y thc amc'led section.

The Nova Scotia Summary Convictions Act also savs (sec. 55),
"4any persan who thinks hiniseif aggrieved " mav appeal, and sec.
56 (b) sa.ys that the appellant shalh give a notice of appeal in the
forrn D) D in the schedule, but the forin contains ni statement or
referencc that the appellant is the persan aggrieved.

(Code sec. 750 reads:-
"b(ý The appellant shall give notice of his intenti jn te appeai

hy filing in the office of the clerk of the Court appen1-l--d ta a notice
iii writing setting forth with ieasonable certainty ',he conviction
or order appeaied against, and the Court. appealed to, NýAhin ten
(lavs after the conviction or order complaincd of, and by serving
t le respandent and the justice who tried the case each with) a copy
of Fuch notice."

Halshurv's Laws of E ngland, in vol. 19, under the title "MNLag-
istrats, at p). 647, note, ,aN.q wvîtI resp)ect to si: "arv convic-
tionis:

"Where I li riglit of appeal is given ta aïý 'aggrievcd party,'
the grim-,ii'l of appe-al nist shew that the aJpclaiit is aggrieved

La.i~t it is othierwise whiere the appellant is appealing
,igainist a eonivvfion or order mande against iîef'

le. v. ?Yic Jusicc.ý; of the IVcs,,t Ieidii<' of I ork-,ýhire, 7 B. & C.,
1. 6i78, and Ni. v. 7'hc .1~ùsof L'ss<xr, 3) B. & C. 431, were c~
mnder the Iliglîway Act, w-here the justice,, as <air imn; ipal

eou)1ncii,,ý under certain tcon<itions now liave. had the power ta
stop iip or divt rt a hîigli-wayiN. Ther, .ori, no parties ta the pro-

c bdnglut any t'prsh ggriîeN--dI, i.e, %*rntepayýer or resident
iii the, district, coul apipe:î. Tihose ases are auîthorit:, for the
proposition that anvonie appcalinig under such a statutte mn -lié)
is flot a party ta tlwv record, mit -shiw li his nlot ice of iippeal
tHuit lit is appenfing w; a ''persan itggriîcvoiil,'' .1n,' when the >pa
is liear<l lie mutst <pialify accordinglv.

1'urthler, in R. v. Sscx .Iuiit'rs, the jiidgniient expresslyI states
t bat it, was the 'onitruct ion t lie C ourt put upon t hù part icular
st atiite thiere in question, ''without giviîîg any ridle for the con-
strmet ion of o es'

Andî sce R. v. Sonr'thtdeeiîled the saine yvar, ani re-
1ortet inii the note to R. v. Yorksh ire, supra.

Thle opinîion dehivereil iii R, v. ,Iordapi, 5 (ani. (Cr. C as. 438, mi
ai cl tinder tilie Brit ish C oluminia Siiary (Convictions Act
st.te(ýs:-

''AliotII4r j oiffl taken lxforc inie Mas, fthat thle notice did not
st ate thlat Jordan was thle persan aggrieved- the Act (tocs not,
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